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San Francisco Department of Public Health Office of Community Investment and

- Amy Brownell, Hunters Point Lead Infrastructure

— Patrick Fosdahl, Director Environmental Health | - Kasheica McKinney, Hunters Point Project
Manager

Next Meeting
The next meeting is February 8 at 12:15 pm. In December, we suggested meeting once a month in 2021.
| looked at the calendar and tried to schedule after the scheduled BCT mieetings

Today’s Participants — Yolanda, John, Amy, Kasheica,

Communications/Meetings

e Media:

o One opinion piece from Dr. Sumchai on Medium {and mayhe in the $F BayView?)

e Community events/interest:

o Title VI complaint against SFDPH and BAAQMD on dust issues at Parcel A ~ The complaint against
SFDPH has been dismissed; the.complaint against BAAQMD has been accepted for further investigation.
Can we share the letter thatwas sent tp SFORH?

Parcel A Fact Sheet — EPA has'the Chinese translation of the Parcel A fact sheet to take up OCll on its
offer to do a second review of that translation. Can | send directly to Kasheica? Yes!

o Navy's Community Involvement Plan (CIP) fact sheet — The Navy just issued this fact sheet and sent an
email to its stakeholder group. We had submitted comments in May 2020, but we did not receive any
response from the Navy onour comments.

o SF Shipyard HOA meeting: The Navy is working with the SF Shipyard HOA to participate in a January 28,
2021 meeting. .Do we reach out directly to the SF Shipyard HOA for an invitation? Yes — just ask the
Mawvy.

o  Communicating schedule of radiological retesting to the public. We will continue to push the Navy to
find a way to clearly and consistently communicate a moving timeline on the radiological retesting to the
public. We all need to set-up realistic expectations and communicate the precision of the process. Kim
O with the Navy seemed open with the management team to discuss something that shows the
sequencing of parcels. Is this a topic to bring up again at the February Transfers meeting?
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o Dust questions on Parcel A: In November, a SF Shipyard resident at a recent Navy technical advisor’s
office hours event about dust and naturally-occuring asbestos. | shared Amy’s contact information as well
as contact information from the naturally-occuring asbestos folks in BAAQMD.

o EPA/Navy letters community involvement: Navy sent EPA a response to our August 2020 letter on its
community involvement and outreach program. The Navy did commit to doing an evaluation of its
community outreach and involvement program.

¢ (Congressional interest: None.

FOIA:

¢ Supervisor Haney has reguested a hearing on Treasure Island. SFDPH will participate. The Navy
may participate.

Health & Safety Scans onsite — The Navy has issued a final work plan and plans to do work in the
Spring. Is the City still planning to request CDPH to do an independent scan? OCH may reach out to
Supervisaor Walton's office on this reguest to reach out to Mark Stary,

Parcel G Building RGs Long-term Protectiveness Evaluation: In late December, EPA issued a
response to the Navy’s early December response letter to EPA.

o We encouraged the Navy to respond with requested information in a timely manner that would support
its desire to start the work scanning the buildings in January 2021.

o Our letter also suggested a meeting between the FFA-signatories at the Director level.

o We asked the Navy to share the pertinent information to substantiate the claims of background levels
and technical impracticability of implementing the numbers EPA shared in August.

o . We haven’t seen an example of the use of RESRAD for potentially radiologically-contaminated buildings
to be determined appropriate for residential use. We really nead to ensure the tools property model
srnosure pathwaye for o ehild In a residential yard,

o  The Navy did include a number of $300 million to demolish the buildings. A long time ago, there were
discussians abotut the developer demolishing the buildings prior to transfer; however, it is a different
environment now.

]

Kasheica had'a discussion with one of the developer’s representative about things for Parcel G, which
included a conversation of RESEAD vs BPRG, She mentioned the agencies are trying to work through the
approach that will happen specific to this site.

]

We just received additional question from Dan Hirsch on our letter to the Navy on RESRAD and BPREG.
s important that EPA Is being asked to defend the Navy's approach, so s important to be prepared to
respond to these guestions.
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Parcel G radiological retesting soil fieldwork: EPA continues with our field oversight and split
sampling, alongside the state.

e \We continue to pay close attention to the Navy’'s implementation of its dust management and
air monitoring plan. Since September we continue to ask the Navy to obtain professional
meteorological equipment (or stop the practice of subtracting upwind measurements}. We have
also pointed out where they are subtracting upwind measurements on low wind speed days,
which is not the appropriate implementation of the Work Plan. In November, some of the air
data numbers for short periods of time exceeded the 24-hour protective limits. We recently
received this data and are looking into this.
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